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Abstract: Immune checkpoint inhibitors(ICls) have been applied to a variety of solid tumors,
however, not all types of malignant tumors are sensitive to immunosuppressants, and ICls therapy
may cause serious, even fatal adverse reactions. Studies have shown that PD-L1, tumor mutation
burden, microsatellite instability and TILs can be used to predict the response to immunotherapy
and evaluate the prognosis of breast cancer patients. Meanwhile, MDSCs, c¢tDNA and LAG3 and
other molecules also have shown a potential role for predicting efficacy of immunotherapy. This
article reviews the latest research progress of biomarkers related to the prediction of immunothera-
py for breast cancer.
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S SEVRTT AR W REIENR YT B S A, HTe A
B K A s A HI ] (immune checkpoint inhibitors , I-
CIs) i e i 3 Ak 7 5 55 B 7 2 Fh Se IR0, 45
VFZ MIBPRAE Bk TRIia I m s, AWhnd ]
Yy m] LA TSN S 235 97 00 S0, DAl S R T T AR

FELBr CTLA-4 8¢ PD-1/PD-L1 AHHAEH, MfiHgssE T
A B0 NG Y, 51 & B e s

18 R T & AR R

R 5B REEWNBEAR X, BRiR 2 m e
ICls, & FH A 40 j 72 15 PR S8 T 532 4R -1 (programmed
death-1 receptor,PD-1), & J¥ 74 %€ 1= B #4-1 (pro-
erammed death-1 ligand 1,PD-L1)F140 g 714 T #k 2
AT 4 (cytotoxic T lymphocyte antigen 4,CTLA-
4R TERETIR . PD-1 38 i 5 H A PD-L1 2550
il T 40 B T 6E , CTLA-4 J&— &0 T 40 Mg Ty 5g 4 11 55 |
A LIS HES A (i CD8O0 A CD86) A EAE I, i i A
FRARHR T LI ) A9 2 G0 T e AR T ICTs it
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1.1 PD-L1

PD-L1 & —FhATM R b 4 1, il 5 =2 4
PD-1 Z5 G ARGAEF, T 9k B 400 0 4% 366 400 1 15 5
XA RR SR 2 A R B R 7 A2 D DT AR 47
Jed A LA DI K, T BT e g 4 e i kSR AL
PD-L1 73U A9 2K B 20 3 A 23 2 B AN [+] i
ARk 7E = B4 2L IR 98 (triple-negative breast cancer,
TNBC) "h & ik fem , HUOR N R A K 732 0K 2
(human epidermal growth factor receptor 2, HER2) FH
PR 05 01 B 1 L I g 28 3K LE R BRI

H A & T & Z 1K (estrogen receptor, ER) FH
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I HER2 FAPEZL I BT b, (H7E KEYNOTE-
028 X% ,25 #il ER FHAE (HER2 B 45 9] PD-L1
BEPE 7 3L IR HR 5 352 Pembrolizumab BAZGIGYT 45
RN, B % (objective response rate, ORR) A
12%, iK% % 0 20% ', 7F HER2 AL ZL 9
tr, T8 KATE2 G50 3P4k 1 202 5] = 350 6 30 sl 7
PEFL IR B BT JE & B, 7€ PD-L1 FHE B &
Atezolizumab+J8 3¢ il Z £k HL4T (ado-trastuzumab em-
tansine, TDM-1)4H 89 1 4E 24 F ] (overall survival ,
0S) T (94.3% vs 87.9%)", AHRL, 7€ 1 b/ 11 39
PANACEA %5, HER2 B4 06 399 7L i 7 5 B4 7
Pembrolizumab BX & [t 22 ¥k B 5036 YT, PD-L1 FH M &
FW W S R NE RS, BARA L Eik 2 N
U0 2L g AF 98 48 0 PD-L1 BH AT 3¢ B0 H X6 6 28
IRIT A B N B R AR OS,

WFFEIANN  fE PD-L1 KA %5 19 TNBC ', PD-
L1 35 5 H A Ao e 22 40 8715 I 9 R A B IEAH G,
B anns Wi 2, 3- B0 A 1,CTLA-4 DL K LR e &)
J&FEIA 1 (breast cancer susceptibility gene 1,BRCA1)
FEP 98 AR AR X AT g & PD-L1 FHME B IR IT A B
A HE R I BT S S, OS AT PD-L1 B 2H
SR T TMpassion 130 i PRI H 40 A 902 il
Fe otk TNBC 4%, il id 16 F 8 A2 B i
Atezolizumab f 5¢ & 8 45 Fl PD-L1 PHME 25 19 OS
N JC Uk JE A A7 B (progression free survival , PFS) , PD-
L1 PR B OS B BHA I K & (254 1 H vs
17.9 4~ H)"', KEYNOTE-355 B 5% 76 4% b7 I %
H U N Pembrolizumab , i 7% Pembrolizumab #1 (%) PFS
R (76 41H vs56 1H)M, WF5E 8 K& 3, IMpassion
031 Al KEYNOTE-522 i %>k H T AR 9 PD-L1 73
Br, EPRIUAF Y X 3 B 4 32 S e 1R )7 1 B TR IR
PD-L1 ARZS AT, 5 31 5¢ 4> 5% fi# (pathologic complete
response, PCR) AR & 5 1 7F IMpassion 130 #l
KEYNOTE-355 1L 8 ¥ o, UG 1 A [F 19 2
BT, PD-L1 AR BE I G2 v T 7 7 S g M X 73X o
SERVTREMERE . B ST IR B B 2 R B Y
191, BRI AT DA A R 08 R 40 5 e A Hh TR Y )R
FRAPE , 1 F 5 RG] RE s 9 2

B, AT IA S IR YT T LA F 8 TNBC
P K PD-L1 FHPE TNBC & B3G5 5w, U H 2 1E
PD-L1 235 FIPE A 5 7 (825 v, S e A i 54 o] 57)
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InAkyy 2 BRI R

PD-L1 W AEAE R PR, 85 5, AN R A R o 1k 23
FEAE N TF A BRI R 2 X PD-L1 BHYE, HATE
2 Flt PD-L1 23K (9 VA% J7 15 . SP142 SP263 28-82
22C3 .E1L3N.73-10 E1J2J .5H1 .4059 #1 9A11 4§ .
— TG AF 5 48 FH SP142-THC 43 #7 Fl THC 22C3 43 7 2K
Al TNBC 41210 PD-L1 Yoy —2ohE, Harfh 7
135 AN FEAS  Horfr 62 M REAS B 45 A — 208 =K
PRATIIN E AT B bR 1 T AR B R g A B
SR R WA PD-L1 ARG I 25 504
1.2 BRI H T

Jih 988 28 A8 43 faf - (tumor mutation burden, TMB) &
SCHAEAS DNA 8 E X (mut/Mb ) A4 12 41 i %€ 28 %4
X GR A — oy S e AR ETPUR A LR A
BB FEAE AT S BT MR, DT b g
BT AR ROV, JEHE TMB =10 mut/Mb %
E Bk BR R b IR 28 A% 1 61 fF (tumor mutation burden
high, TMB-H) , 7L I8 TMB-H 1 % 2 R4 0 5%,
SR, TMB-H 78 K [6] 4 F W 8 2 [0] 47 76 25 5%, 1F
TNBC " H A HAth 7 789 L i s v 5353k, [m] Bh TMIB-
H 1 2L R 96 b e LU it R bR T 25 5y R A e e, 1R 5%
P 5 R G 30 LB A ek R 3 R AT B R 1 TMB, BT L
A 22 G 1R B 0Bk R R T A48 A 3z R 1R )
BLEs, B0 T 20 M 8400 48 BN, 3 1T B8 J2 U o T A
) 1CTs K 25 i FE 2L R 1oL,

£ KEYNOTE-158 il 35 o , & ¥ #% &% Pem-
brolizumab 7647, TMB-H £ B 878 B & ik 29%17,
{H Dana Farber #F 53 20 (1) 5 v B0HE W |, 7E 5 B
TNBC Bt ) TMB-H 8 & 19 JC 2 Ji& A= A7 9 i 35 1
s, H TMB-H 3% % 1CTs [ b B9 ] REE 2255 3
F5 DAL, AR5 2 Bk 6 iR B0 TR DR 65 e
T 48 1=, B 5 ek ICIs e B A 6 TS,
KEYNOTE-119 i 36 %} 622 i & # %2 ¥4 J7 0 55 # v
TNBC £ & 347 T Pembrolizumab 5 197 16 97 B9 Ee
# ,TMB 5 Pembrolizumab 577 ) ORR Al PFS % 1F
G, 597 oo™,

SR U TMB 2 7 8% M 20 W 988 S 98 1R 97 S g
) —A5iA 7 B T8 B SR BB D R ke
PE N W RE 1 Z V2 S 80052, I HLA-T 365 1
RAFTLRENE W FTRETE D) RE AR LA 9 S k38
AR 1ICLs J7 8%, TRV, 31380 30 0E A4 3 e s 6 1o 75
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BRI AN I Y RNA W ¥ LA K X B~
FRE UEAT HLA 4y RIS 200
1.3 BIEFRBEEN

M B EANFEME (microsatellite instability , MSI)
AR Ry —Fh R BT AR R AL AR A Gk
Ffi (mismatch repair deficiency,dMMR) & 4t 5 & 2,
TR AR OB 2 B PR B IR R, K A 98 8 B 3 WL 3ot A%
ORI, 52 &4 AMMR, e & 3 80m g B R AR E
PE(high microsatellite instability, MSIH), iX ] fig Bk
SERTPU R ER DT A R B T R S B

SRR ES A 2 O 278 2 MR E T oW g 2 JF
TR TR 45 1510 9 SR 2 VR T S Y T50I P 2R
PR, KEYNOTE-1581050 & W], 7545 B i . 8
Ja RN B A R v B 5 A e s ) 3R R L 5 0 4 I
R HATHRFE W46 8] AMMR 95 #E TNBC &
# X} Nivolumab 697 4 B8 [ i, {H 2Bk BRCA A
BRE ) TNBC A1, 3% P RR A B bR AR 0 th e K2
LR R v e BESE A B, L b MSIH &
A AN 1% ~2% ", dMMR /) B 1A & A= 3 20
0.5%~1.5%"", Bk, B 4K MST Fl dMMR #] DL &
XoF SRS TE YT I DR 52 I A58 B ) 1 T P A= A ik
{EL2 3 T e LR P B AR K A= AR A Bk = W RE A1l IR
S5 08E , 2= /0 H BT FL R T E LT A R
1.4 PhEAREEE

Ak b 9 20 M 92 (tumor infiltrating lym-
phocytes , TILs) P55 {8 50T A7 (4 I 5 5 3k 1 B A —
FARAG W5 | 1 A= bR 59 o TILs BYIE 1P Al Al
REAT Bh T b, BAT IR RIG YT fa Ak A9 8, TILs 1E
FUMR i 7 A v A R B S B TNBC #9352 9 7
i, e HER2 FHPE IR Z AR FHE \HER2 [
7L RS 07, TILs #85 7KF-5 TNBC B 0 A7 R
F1OS A OC TILs L AT # i HER2 BH 1 L 96 1
TNBC X8l B4k sy 19 B iz B, i 3 % 3, TILs 7
ICTs HK A A7 18 Sl Bt 7 b b 7R 1 1000 H 6
an, 7 13 0E 285X B GeparNuevo ifF 58 H
174 5 5. 4] TNBC £ # BibL4EZ 52 Durvalumab B85 A
WAL T, JFAE B AL A i A v fuff B 5 i e 200
L= ¥ (stromal tumor infiltrating lymphocytes,sTILs )
VER B R EAREY) . BF5EaR ] R4 STILs
5 Durvalumab N & A7 RS MEAH G, {H sTILs %
(8 WEPEPE R PCR R, 78 HER2 BHTEZL I
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H PD-L1 BH PR b 983 28 5 1) TILs 385 . PANACEA
I b~ T #1305 vt 36 BH  TILs %5 8 A9 i 58 3 %)
Pembrolizumab Jill #f % Bk 5. 470 ) ORR A T #& = %,
M, H 5 BG 7 5 5k B W 1Y TILs 5 TNBC i
HER?2 BHPE LR 88 () A 77 32 5 v AR OGP (A J &
ER BH ML TILs 195 MUOPEASSA1ERH, A iE
T4 WU , WA RRAE N WU M A= 0 hr ™,

[ B, %F IMpassion130 T 413 56 (1) fit 938 # AR 1
AT — T[] Joi 4 F 5% S 7, o RS/ R R TILs /9 PD-
L1 BH M fif 9 58 % | Atezolizumab 7E PFS Fl OS Jr
i AT fE #8% iIH TILs #2916 /9 TNBC .HER2 FH %
FLR I X R BE TR YT A B R AR, BT DL A
PEVRYT T AR 25, OF H 38 TILs % i 5 PD-L1
D — R TPk 4 T8 A I PR T R 00 9 A

2 BEEVMREY

2.1 5ME I B B TR 14 HD ) 46 AR

AR L P BE TR PE RN 40 (bone marrow-de-
rived inhibitory cells, MDSCs ) /& % % #H 4l g F1 A 1
VIR 22 A0 I — RO AL R B R R BT 3R Y
G 8 SRR, 32 AR FH A T 40 M Th Rk, 5 Bl
i gga G 8 1k it W 5% 2 B, LR R A0 Bt P A 2R
() MDSCs 75 355 2 R b i 2 TH 3 1, 91511 R 40109
2 A ARG a5 fh 5 4t PD-
1 Fll CTLA-4 KA £ 300 V5660 A, 0055 S 40 i
FE MDSCs 7£ TME A B3 4l Jf W] i 2% HER2
I 5 TR L 8 /DN US98 A A7 300 0 R 9 e
G 25 5 (1 MIDSCs T A A L 9 95 s 30F 8 1) 9 7
YRR EW) I vV R A R e R TR YT I RR A
2.2 fEIRBHE DNA

96 S T 96 240 i A A kg 2 6 AR T ARG ok R 1)
Ybs B W, KL ZEAE PR 9 DNA (circulating tumor
DNA , ctDNA)5j i Jgg £ faf A1 38 5 40 G, I 90 2
RV IE BBE IR MU R fERL IR
W 1-SPY2 iR 55 43 B 1 8 B i % Pembrolizumab
TR B E T tDNA I 48 ) ctDNA 19 R B 5 F
AR B A 95 B 58 4 2 Al 5 AE AR S Y 5 — T, YRR TR
G5 A 65 000 ot Y T R 1 A A b AR A B T AT R A
AL ctDNA A At MSI AT TMB , 75 72 38 BA 51 f 7
A BRI FEACH i MSI AT TMB-H & 5 1CIs
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1RIT A A PFS A 2EM
23 HEKEBHARBEER3

A 1] IR A0 M TS AR P 3 (lymphocytetivation
gene 3, LAG3) /2 Ilfi PR 1] 149 55 — Fh 400 1 52 44 | W)
2 H A IE AR 5E B 8 VA 7 A AR e 2 fi
LAG3 #IAN 5 T i i3z 44 (T cell receptor, TCR),
Fioi & CD3-TCR 7845 8] L AH ¢ | I3 o AR A B4
T T 20 B A BOTE 5 OF B B LAG3 7E 3L s 4
givh b3, BB AE HER2 PHAE LA K it g8 9% 1 4 w5
B E S, 2R LAG3 B R IATURE =
PEFLMR I . UEAh ,LAG3 2 T 40 Ml 76 £k i) £ 3 5 A
T, AT LA T 40 G A I LAG3 ik
LA B 1 TR A4 (L
2.4 POLE #1 POLDI1 3%

DNA & B (4% 'R 41 V) i 5 POLE #1 POLD1
X T DNA & il iy R BB 2 G B, 76— 47 721
)3z 9% 8 75 BA At PE AL T POLDI %8 7%, POLE
POLD1 AR5 K 2.8%F1 1.4%, I H 5 ICIs
(1) 25 AL A IC ) POLE 2875 1) Jil 88 4 G e 4 i) 12
B, AR KRR, BN ICTs W25 1 R 448
bro FLARIEE T POLE 2878 i i & A A8 F 3%, 10
JLF- B A g 46 LA = TMB R R fiE

3 FHESRE

R IR YT O ih AT et AR, SR FLAR I R
BRI T B RAR R ALY bR R E
Horp PD-L1  TMB MIS & TILs 2 B #4055 16 )7
SN B TV 68 7, I R T 2 B v e 0 L e rh B
A8 T B A 5 EAR A A P bR R A R
BEA  LGA3 1 A IE 76 B 5% 16 300 il 1 =2 A A5, ) T
&5 PD-L1 —#f AT LT G y4 97 S g, {875 5
RAMAZ I 5 IR5E, &, — A 1 746 Bl B3 1)
LRI KB, PD-L1 B RE . — g ityy Ik
JFHe# . 5 TIL A1 CDS*T 41 M7= i 7K S vl A5 %
ICIs 3497 1Y 58 4 52 %, PD-L1 B .40 7T LA A 97
HARAS BT 2 1 2R A7 25 AR T R I ARG A5 T A A
Y12 [ A Sk BB 2R, AN R e, I T i —
BRARMIEAL RS0, DA S0 v 6 1 DEAG S iR T
BORMRE—AB T 75,
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